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On Cctaber ll, 19i9 at the regular monthly meeting of the
Zaning Cor~rnissian, the Office of Planning ar~d Development

steel a postponement of the he<irinc,Y because the
been able to adequately prepare beoause of

problems related to the merging of the arxencyp The Zaning
Commission agreed to postpone the hearing® Far various
reasons, the public hearing was never resc;hed.uledo

`fhe OPD by rlemarandum dated Niay 7, 1980 and an several ache
aocasians, recommended that this case be dismissed pending
completion of further work an the Comprehensive Plan

On January 25, 1982, the Zaning Commission reques
Zoning Secretariat to review all pending oases before the
Zaning Commission ar~d make recammenda.tians regardinc, their

asitian® The Zaning Secretariat by memorandum mated
1982 recommended that the oase be ^ .
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Neighborhood Commissions, or_ citizens graupc> horse requested
the Commission to take any current action . Changes in the
Regulations are not necessary now and the case presents no
current issue that needs -~a be addressed . The Commission
agrees .

The Commission believes, however, that there is an
sed by the current regulations that should be addressed

at some paint . The present control of those campus plans
where part of the campus is in a residential district and
thus requires E3ZA approval and part of the campus plan is in
a zone district where the college is permitted as a
matter--af-right, can lead to difficulties . The E3ZA has bean
able to deal with a number of recent campus plans that
present this issue $ including Howard University and
Gallaudet College . However ® in the long term, this issue
should be addressed by the Office of Planning and
Development staff as part of its consideration of amendments
to the Regulations .

In consideration of the reasons set Earth herein, i_t is
therefore hereby ordered that Case Na . 79--11 be DTSMZSSED .
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